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Director Boot has under consideration an extended 
trip in the near future, which will take in the Indiana, 
Ohio. Iowa, and Kansas Yearly Meeting of the Society of 
Friends, including a series of ten lectures to be delivered 
before the Young Friends' Conference at Cedar Lake, 
Indiana, early in August. 

Duluth Section. 

This section has lately received added stimulus in the 
work upon which it is now chiefly engaged, the effort 
to aid the war sufferers abroad, especially in France. 
At a recent meeting over forty dollars was raised for 
this work and enthusiasm continues strong. This Sec- 
tion is convinced that at this time its most efficient work 
for peace must be along these lines, and that, through 
the intimate and sympathetic contact with the people 
abroad involved therein, the spirit of internationalism 
may be as strongly developed as in any other way. A 
second edition of "Our Preparation for Peace," the con- 
venient booklet of scriptural quotations relating to peace 
work, published by several members of the Section, is 
now in preparation. For free copies of this booklet ap- 
plication should be made to Mrs. Helen M. Spencer, 
2230 Bast Second street, Duluth, Minnesota. 

Massachusetts Peace Society. 

The annual meeting of the Massachusetts Peace Society 
was held May 31 at the Twentieth Century Club, Boston. 
Prof. George H. Blakeslee, of Clark University, spoke 
on "The Present Outlook of the Peace Movement." Mrs. 
Lewis Kennedy Morse and Messrs. Henry B. Cabot and 
George W. Nasmyth were elected as members of the 
board of directors. The following statement was en- 
dorsed by the Society : 

The Massachusetts Peace Society pledges support to the 
President and the Government at this crisis of our national 
history. It purposes to uphold and further the President's 
efforts to effect "such a concert of free peoples as shall bring 
peace and safety to all nations and make the world itself at 
last free" and also "safe for democracy." It will endeavor to 
keep this justification and aim of the war clearly before the 
mind and conscience of the nation during the war and while 
the terms of settlement are being negotiated. Such action 
will both harmonize with and supplement the historic policy 
of the Society — assertion of the need of a concert of nations 
established and used to bring about durable peace on terms 
of equity and good will between peoples and nations. 

The Society will co-operate with official and volunteer 
agencies for national service, especially with those organiza- 
tions that conserve the health and the moral welfare of men. 
It is ready to help to make the nation efficient, and the moral 
power of the republic weighty, in shaping coming world- 
history, so that humane, democratic, universal and not 
separatist ideals of social order, governmental policy, and 
inter-racial relations may dominate men of the morrow. 

In the death of Dr. William A. Mowry, the peace 
movement has lost a loyal and courageous supporter and 
a wise counselor. Dr. Mowry was one of the founders 
of the Massachusetts Peace Society and until recently 
a member of the board of directors. 

Peace Committee of the Philadelphia Yeaely 
Meeting op Feiends. 

The first annual report of the Committee reviews in 
general the work of the first year if its existence. Evi- 
dence is given of much excellent service. Thirty-nine 
meetings were held by the Committee in New Jersey, 



Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, at which some 
fifty-five hundred people were addressed and more than 
twenty thousand pieces of literature distributed. Among 
the publications of the Committee is a small forty-page 
booklet forming a summary of the opinions of eighty 
prominent opponents of military training for school boys. 
This was published in editions of several thousands. In 
its report the Committee expresses the desire that every 
earnest man and woman study and answer for himself 
the following questions: Is war really unchristian? If 
so, why? Is war, under any circumstances, justifiable 
when there seems no other way out ? Is there dny substi- 
tute for war that is both Christian and practical ? Can 
Friends engage in some other form of national service 
if excused from strictly military service on grounds of 
conscientious objection ? 

Outline courses of lessons containing lists of the best 
books on the subject, together with a representative col- 
lection of pamphlet literature, may be obtained from the 
office of the Committee, 304 Arch street, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 

American Union Against Militarism. 

The Union announces itself as engaged at present in 
laboring with the War Department to establish in the 
regulations, which are shortly to be sent out to exemp- 
tion boards, definite provisions protecting the conscien- 
tious objectors. In its statement sent out to its adherents 
prior to Registration Day, the Union said in part : "Obe- 
dience to law, to the utmost limit of conscience, is the 
basis of good citizenship. Public understanding and 
sympathy, in this case, should not be alienated by mis- 
directed action. We therefore urge all conscientious ob- 
jectors to register, stating at that time, in such form as 
they may think best, their protest." 



JOINING THE ISSUE 

Ubbana, III., June 9, 1917. 
Sir : I condemn the action of the American Peace Society 
in its "whole-hearted support of the United States Govern- 
ment in its search for freedom and democracy." 1 approve 
its stand for a "Governed World." 

Carl Haessler. 

Scottsdale, Penna., May 2o, 1917. 
Sib : I notice with dismay that the great American Peace 
Society has been turned into a War Society. You insist our 
soldiers should go as missionaries, not with the sword of the 
spirit, but with weapons of death. But why should we love 
wicked Germany above Ireland, India, Korea. Africa? I am 
fully aware that the Auvocate or Peace will, after the con- 
clusion of peace, again stand for peace and international 
brotherhood — until the next war may begin. The peace so- 
ciety has 1 been weighed in the balance and found wanting. 
Praise God for the noble consistent stand of the Socialists ! 
Sincerely yours, John Horsch. 

Galveston, Texas, June 4, 1917. 
Sir: Acknowledging receipt of your second notice, it ap- 
pears to me the publication should be suspended during the 
war, its name is sure to tie confused with the so-called 
"Socialists" and their efforts to propagate peace, but which 
really weaken the arm of Uncle Sam. Let us enlist or buy a 
Liberty Bond. 

J. H. Langbehn. 
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Wellesley Hills, Mass., June 9, 1917. 
Sib : I congratulate the Society on Its stand as set forth In 
the June issue of the Advocate. There Is no one, I believe, 
who hates war more than I do. When this barbaric flare- 
back begun in 1914 it was sometime before I could determine 
that I was not sorry 1 bad not died before its reversion had 
become a fact. Now it is idle to wear white robes or strum 
harps. The only way to get anything but a temporary 
respite is to crush the head of the serpent. That means 
agony and suffering, much that is deplorable in all ways, 
but this price must be paid, the price of anything like per- 
manent peace. The efficiency of the Society will be increased 
by the manly stand of its officers. John D. Hardy. 

Lansdowne, Pa., June 13, 1917. 
Sir: My wife and I regret to be obliged to resign our 
membership in the American Peace Society. We have been 
members for many years, but are unable to follow the 
organization in its advocacy of the present war. 

We belong to those "people" who are dismissed so flip- 
pantly in the June number of the Advocate of Peace. It is 
very sad to have our old Peace Society stand for war when 
that dreadful catastrophe comes upon us. Please, therefore, 
remove our names from the membership roll of the American 
Peace Society. 

Yours respectfully, John M. Sheigley, 

Clara A. Sheigley. 

Sir: "The King is Dead! Long Live the King." 

There are and have been many excellencies in the Advocate 
of Peace, and I wish to commend its general spirit and 
teachings before I protest as one of the rank and file of the 
Society, against its recent complete change of front in the 
presence of our friends the enemies of peace. 

What I particularly refer to is the fact that when the 
question of entering the world war became acute, the Advo- 
cate vacated its throne and practically said, "This is not a 
question for us to decide, but for the Government officials 
which we have chosen, and we pledge the Government that 
we will support it in whatever course it takes." 

It is impossible to see ourselves as others see us, because 
we cannot view from the same prospective, but is there any 
more supine attitude taken, or has been taken by the Germans, 
when their government declared war? Did they not prac- 
tically use this same philosophy, and will they not, thousands 
of them, go down to death because they have placed the 
issues of life and death, war or peace, in the hands of the 
Kaiser? 

Now that war is declared, I am an opportunist and the 
Government can have my services, in my profession or in the 
attempt to kill the Germans. But I keep my self-respect and 
judge what is right according to my own light, and will not 
pledge myself to support anything or anybody not knowing 
what they are going to do, as the Advocate of Peace declared 
its purpose in recent issues. The point I endeavor to make 
is that when the real crisis of war came the Advocate struck 
its colors, it did what almost every country but Australia 
had done, practically rushed into war. The American people 
have not declared for war; they elected Woodrow Wilson, 
our honored President, to keep us out of war ; they have not 
volunteered to fight in any great numbers and a draft is 
going on. And the influential peace men, who solemnly took 
offices in the Peace Society, which should be as honorable as 
any in the United States, betrayed their trust. 

And if you will pardon me, they are so blind to their 
actions that they publish from the Springfield Republican 
praise of their unknowing treachery to real peace in the fol- 
lowing words, as taken from the May issue: 

"At the recent meeting of the Society's Executive Commit- 
tee it was voted that the decision as to whether the United 
States should enter the war should be left entirely to the 
United States Government. 'The American Peace Society 
cannot decide this question' it was deliberately affirmed." 

And the natural query comes, "Why have' a Peace Society 
when its high officials abdicate when the question of our own 
country's war is in the balance?" War at a distance is 
easily to be discouraged, they have shown us. but when it 
comes home, they take their tents like the Arabs and silently 
steal away, and publish fulsome praise of their action by 
such a Bourbon sheet as the Springfield Republican. 



Perhaps the excellent gentlemen who struck or at least 
lowered the white flag of peace when a real contest of war or 
peace thrust itself into the arena, are not really for peace. 
Perhaps they believe in the superior rights of the protection 
of munitions shipped by our millionaires to Europe in war 
time, rather than the rights of our boys to live. If this is 
so, will they not be frank enough to say so, but not use the 
prestige of a Peace Society to throw it's weight on the side 
of allowing the Government to decide the question without 
any appeal to the people? 

Since war is declared, there is nothing to do but to go on 
with the dirty business and finish it as soon as possible. 
Kill the soldiers, starve the mothers and babies at home, 
ship food to our allies, and pray to the God of Love in the 
meantime. But we can at least keep our own judgments and 
our own individuality, and not become a rubber stamp for 
the degenerated philosophy of action of European senility, — 
this war of old men, to be fought by boys. 

Cablyle Summebbell. 

[The Editors would call the attention of this writer and 
of our other critics to the editorial explanations of the policy 
of this Society. The platform of this Society may be found on 
the first page of this issue, in "A Governed World." This 
was in substance its platform eighty years ago and is today 
and will be tomorrow. In its support of the representatives 
of the American people and in its belief in their wisdom and 
right to decide what was the composite wish of that people 
on the question of war and peace, this Society finds no 
"change of front," but only its willingness to accept the 
duties implied in that democratic government under which it 
exists. It regards its action as a tender of its respect for 
order, justice, and government throughout the world. If 
loyalty to our Government when she is at war be an offence 
we shall have to stand the consequences. — The Editors.] 

Sib : In an article "Our Duty to Germany," which appeared 
in your May number, I find the following sentence: "At 
least the French-speaking portions of Alsace-Lorraine must 
be returned to France." This statement implies a prevailing 
misconception which we, as pacifists and champions of inter- 
national justice, should do our utmost to correct. 

In the first place, any boundary line between French or 
German in Alsace-Lorraine is delusive, because the division 
is not so much geographical as social. The peasants and 
working people speak the local Alsatian dialect; the middle 
and upper classes use French. In 1913, I happened to be 
with Dr. David Starr Jordan in the Chamber of Commerce of 
Mulhouse — a city, by the way, which was Swiss and not 
German until it united of its own accord with the French 
Republic at the close of the XVIIIth century. The great 
majority of the people in the street spoke Alsatian ; but the 
200 or 300 merchants in the "Bourse" spoke exclusively 
French. In the second place, language is not the sole test of 
nationality. If it were, Belgium would be partitioned be- 
tween France and Holland, Switzerland between Germany, 
France and Italy. The principle that the French are fighting 
for is our own principle of democracy : the will of the people, 
"the consent of the governed." 

Now, in 1870-'71, Alsace, which had been French for two 
hundred years, fought valiantly against the German invaders. 
In February, 1871, elections were held in presence of the 
German troops of occupation : the deputies sent to Bordeaux 
protested unanimously against the annexation of their 
province to Germany. Their final words must be repeated : 
"Delivered, in scorn of all justice and by an odious abuse of 
force, to foreign domination, . . . we declare once for all 
null and void an agreement which disposes of us without our 
consent." As long as Alsace-Lorraine had any hope that 
France was preparing for a war of reconquest, the deputies 
sent to Berlin were unanimous in their protest against 
annexation. It was not until it became evident that France 
was unwilling to fight for Alsace-Lorraine that the two 
provinces began to ask for home rule instead of return to 
France. "They had to follow their heads, not their hearts." 
Early in 1914, von Jagow said in the Beichstag, "Alsace is an 
enemy country." President Wilson, before the war, is quoted 
as saying in an informal talk : "We must not have any more 
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Alsace-Lorraines." Bebel and Liebknecht, in the name of 
democracy, protested against the annexation of the two 
provinces. A few days ago, the Vorwaerts said: "No an- 
nexation ! We do not want any Alsace-Lorraine in the 
East" — without going to the logical conclusion of giving up 
Alsace-Lorraine in the West. The treaty af Frankfort has 
been the nightmare of Europe, and we shall not have peace 
until it is declared in the words of the Alsatian deputies 
"null and void." 

Yours very truly, A. L. Gu£rard. 

The following appears in a leaflet issued by the Fellowship 
of Reconciliation in Japan. It represents extracts from the 
statement made by Malcolm Sparkes, a conscientious ob- 
jeetor, appearing before a British court martial : 

"When ordered to put on my uniform I informed the 
sergeant-major that I believed all war to be wrong, and that 
I must therefore respectfully decline to obey any military 
orders or to undertake any form of military service. I added 
that I had already stated my conscientious objection before 
the proper tribunals, but had failed to obtain the exemption 
to which I am entitled by law. Now these allusions to my 
conscientious objection to the undertaking of all military 
service, only state the purely negative side of what I believe 
to be the most positive thing in the world. And this negative 
side, important and in fact essential though it is, fades into 
comparative insignificance beside the positive side of the 
position which I want, if I can, to put before you now. 

"1 stand here reverently to witness for the heroic Chris- 
tianity of Jesus Christ: for the belief that the only way to 
overcome evil is to conquer it by indomitable love and un- 
wearied service. By this I mean a love that never admits 
defeat; that goes on loving and serving regardless of risk, 
regardless of possible consequences, in literal interpretation 
of our Master's orders — 'Love your enemies, do good to them 
that hate you, and pray for them that despitefully use you 
and persecute you.' It will no doubt be urged that such a 
belief is hopelessly Utopian and idealistic, and cannot be 
brought down into the practical world of to-day. I am con- 
vinced that what I can see others can see, and nothing will 
persuade me that the world is not ready for an ideal for 
which I am ready. Truth is more to me than victory, and 
if the great forces of love and service are ever to triumph 
over those of fear and mistrust, someone must try to make a 
beginning. I am anxious to take my place amongst those 
beginners, and shall count it a privilege to make sacrifices 
and if need be to face punishment, in such a cause." 

The Fellowship notes that former brutal treatment of con- 
scientious objectors by the British soldiers is giving way to 
quiet pursuasion, a form of attack which the objector finds 
much harder to resist. 

Last week a large and enthusiastic throng of the "best 
citizens" of Memphis, Tennessee, burned a negro at the stake, 
after soaking him in oil and cutting off his ears. 

The world must be made safe for democracy. — The Inde- 
pendent. 



BETWEEN FRIENDS. 
The Parable of the Few and the Many. 

There was once upon a time a tribe of men among whom it 
was the law that, where action was to be taken by them all, 
the wish of the many should prevail, and the wish of the few 
should concede thereto. And great was the virtue of the 
tribe by reason of this just law. 

And, behold, it was the desire of the tribe that they should 
live at amity with all men, nor strive with any other tribe. 
But at that time strife was yet known in the world as be- 
tween tribe and tribe, and in the course of days there came 
a great strife between many tribes. 

And at this time said the many of the tribe, Lo, other 
tribes seek peace through strife, and shall we not then join 
with them, that all may finally obtain peace? For to those 
who strive most mightily for peace will not the power be 
given to obtain peace? And according to the ancient law of 
the tribe the will of the many did prevail, and the tribe 
entered upon strife. 

Now. there were certain of the tribe who had sought these 
many years for the peace of the world. One law for all 
tribes had they sought. And as yet there was no such law. 

When it befell, therefore, that the many of the tribe had 
declared for strife, these certain men took counsel with 
themselves, saying, We who seek for one law that shall be 
for all tribes and bring peace unto the world are yet the men 
of this our own tribe. And of this our tribe the many seek 
to enter upon strife. Here be upon the one hand the call of 
our tribesmen and upon the other the desire of our hearts, 
and which shall we then choose? Whereupon one who was 
mayhap wiser than the rest spake and said, Ye seek to estab- 
lish among all tribes a law which is not; but there is now 
one law within your tribe, and that is the law of the many 
and the few. In the measure, therefore, that ye would be 
ruled by the law of the world, obey ye the law of the tribe. 
For what profiteth it a man to defy the lesser law that he 
may gain the greater? And who among ye is fitter to be the 
law-giver than he who doth most respect the law? And he 
further counselled them, saying, These who strive are not as 
ye, for ye be peaceful men and they be men of strife; yet I 
say unto you, these seek even that which ye seek. Since, 
therefore, ye cannot go apart from them without that ye 
disobey the tribal law, go ye with them as ye can, unto the 
end which both desire. 

Thereupon did these hearken and counsel well. At length 
did they agree and say, First do we obey the tribal law, and 
second do we seek still unto the law of the world, which shall 
yet be, which shall bring peace between all men. 

But certain of the few would not that the will of the 
many should prevail, despite that such was the law of the 
tribe. Then did they cry out, Ye have forsaken us! But 
those of the few who had elected to obey the law replied, We 
would not that men strive, but they will not other. Until the 
law of the world cometh there is no peace. But if the law 
of the world cometh not save through strife, then must we 
cleave unto those who strive for peace. But the few would 
not heed them and reviled them exceeding bitterly. 
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The Constitutional Review. A Quarterly Magazine, published 
by The National Association for Constitutional Govern- 
ment, 717 Colorado Bldg., Washington, D. C. Subscrip- 
tion price, $1 per year. Single numbers, 25 cts. Vol. I. 
No. 1. April, 1917. 
The National Association for Constitutional Government 
declares itself as "a non-partisan, patriotic society, formed 
for the purpose of advocating the maintenance of constitu- 
tional government in the United States. It holds that the 
function of a constitution is not merely to prescribe the form 
of government and the chief political institutions of a 



country, but to secure, inviolably and forever, those funda- 
mental liberties and immunities of the citizen without which 
no free government can be perpetuated." The object of the 
new publication of the Association is to form a convenient 
vehicle for valuable papers, addresses and other literature 
bearing upon its cause. Its make-up is of four departments : 
Leading articles (contributed in this issue by David Jayne 
Hill, N. C. Young, and the Editor), editorials, important 
articles in current magazines, and Book Reviews. In its 
prospectus for its next, the July issue, it announces, among 
other things, an exhaustive and critical study of the new 



